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REMARKS 


Application No. 0/936,840 
Docket No. ^-41 890-18 


The foUowing remarks are submitted to be fully responsive to tj^e Official 
Action of November 30, 2004. Reconsidemtion of this appUcation in 1 ght of the 
remarks and the allowance of this application aie respectfully requesterl. 

Claim 13 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 as being anticipated by 
Brinkerhoff et al. In response, it is admitted that Brinkexhoff et al. .liscloses a 
surgical sealing device including a fixing means and a seali^ portion. 
However, Brinkeihoff et al. nowhere suggests a sealing means in tl*; form of a 
bladder fiUed with a gel or a liquid. Claim 13 specifically recites a bladder filled 
with one of a Uquid and a gel. Brinkerhoff et al. only suggests inflatable 
sealing device for inflation with air. Ttus. Brinkeihoff et al. does no.t disclose or 
even suggest using liquid or a gel in the inflatable device. Thew;fore. smce 
Brinkerhoff et al. foils to disclose a specific feature clearly recited clamx 13. 
Brinkerhoff et al. does not anticipate the present invention as recited in claim 13. 
n,us. it is respectfully i^quested that this rgection of independent; :laim 13 be 
wititidrawn. 

It should be noted that independent claim 13 was previonjf-ly added to 
protect the present invention in the form of a surgical device haying a body 
cavity engagement means and a fixing means in the form of a ring wherein the 
body cavity engagement means is adjustable by positioning of the .rmg to define 
an access port and create a seal between the incision and the body cavity 
engagement means in combination with an additional seal in the forai of a toroid 
cell comprising a bladder filled with one of a Uquid and a ,:el. Neither 
Brinkerhoff et al., nor other prior art, such as Hermami et al.. sugg^t alone, or m 
combination, the combination of elements recited in independrnt claim 13. 
Neither Brinkerhoff et al. nor Hermann et al. suggest a body cavi^ engagement 
means that is adjustable by positioning of a ring to create a sei^ between the 
incision and the body cavity engagement means. The Brinkerfioff et al. design 

PAGE 3a ' RCVD AT 5/2/2005 5:57:58 PM (Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:l)SPT0{FXRF-1/6 * DNIS:8729306 ' CSID:866 741 0075 ' DURATION (min-ss):0246 


■MAY. 2. 2005" 6:08PM 


866 741 0075 


NO. 3100 P. 4 


AppUcation No. 09/936,840 
Docket No. .'i;41 890-1 8 


-3- 


nowhere suggests that a seal is created between the inner layer of Ifhe toroid 
section and the patient's body by adjustment of stiffening ring 20.;; In fact, 
Brinkerhoff et al. specifically requires the inflation of the toroidal s^on for a 
seal to be created. Likewise. Hermann et al- nowhere suggests, that the 
positioning of a ring creates a seal between the incision and the l^ody cavity 
engagement means. Therefore, it is believed that the pr^ent invention as recited 
in independent claim 13 is not obvious in view of any prior art of record. 

In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that the present appUcaUon is m 
condition for allowance and a notice to that effect is respectfully:: requested. 
However if the Examiner deems that any issue remains after consjdenng this 
response, he is invited to caU the undersigned to expedite the prosi^cution and 
work out any such issue by telephone. 


Respectfully submitted. 


NIXON PEABODY LLP 
401 9th Street, N.W., Suite 900 
Washington, D.C. 20004-2128 
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